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1993 - 1996 Ozone Data Shows 
Something Wrong with Ethanol Model
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The Rest of the Story on
NOx Emissions Vs Oxygenate Content
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Alcohol More NOx Than Ether!!!Alcohol More NOx Than Ether!!!



West Coast Minus Gulf Coast Retail RFG Price
(Ethanol switch costs CA Consumers $1.8 Billion per year)
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It is wrong for Californians
to pay $1.8 billion per year

for poorer air quality
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Ethanol must change to
fit the fleet we have

Ethanol must change to
fit the fleet we have

Time to Reconsider ETBETime to Reconsider ETBE
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BIG Supply/Demand/Price IMPACT!BIG Supply/Demand/Price IMPACT!
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Replacing Ethanol with ETBE &
Light Paraffin Improves ALL Properties
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Compliance Models Indicate
ETBE Option Reduces Emissions
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MTBE in Water Detects Are FallingMTBE in Water Detects Are FallingMTBE in Water Detects Are Falling
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Water Issue Negligible
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Water Costs do NOT Justify
$1.8 Billion More per Year Fuel Cost
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